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Remarks 

Applicant respectfully requests consideration of the instant application in view of the 
following remarks. 

Priority Date 

The Examiner has stated that "[tjhis application claimed the priority of 12/19/200". 
Applicant respectfully submits that this application claims a priority of 12/18/200, as stated on 
page 1 at line 4 of the application, and as evidenced by the Declaration and the Official Filing 
Receipt for U.S, Provisional Application No. 60/256,781, copies of which aie provided in the 
Appendix. The instant application claims the benefit of U,S. Provisional Application No. 
60/256,781 filed on December 18, 2000. 

Claim Status 
Claims 1-43 are pending in the application. 

Claims 1-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,801,946 to Child et al. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) 
Claims 1-43 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,801,946 to Child et al. Applicant respectfully traverses, and respectfully submits that 
Child et al. is not a proper reference under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) because it fails to disclose the 
elements and limitations of any claims of the instant invention. As best understood, Child et al. 
provides for enabling a user in an enterprise computing environment to access several different 
systems, each having unique and separate user identifiers and passwords, without requiring an 
associated GSO "database" within the associated distributed computing environment. This is 
substantially different from what is disclosed and claimed by the instant application, which 
provides for a second client (second user) to communicate with a first client associated with a 
portable memory element, wherein the portable memory element contains data that is accessible 
by a first user who provides a passcode associated with the portable memory element, wherein 
the communication between the first and second clients is enabled by a passkey generated 
responsive to the passode and provided to the second client by the first user. 
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Regarding claims 1, 20. 23. 33 and 40. Applicant respectfully submits that Child et aL 
neither discloses nor suggests all of the elements and limitations of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40, 
and therefore is not a proper reference under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). Furthermore, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the Examiner has not properly interpreted Child et at in view of the 
instant application, but instead, has used impermissible hindsight reasoning to reject claims 1, 
20, 23, 33 and 40. Applicant respectfully submits that, as best understood, Child et aL does not 
disclose or suggest the following elements of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40: 

Portable memory element containing data of a person (claims 1. 20. 23, 33 and 40) : 
Applicant respectfully submits that Child et al. does not disclose or suggest a 
portable memory element containing data of a person . As best understood, the 
removable memory described on col. 3 at lines 25-30 of Child et al, - referred to 
by the Examiner — is used for storing a set of instructions stored as a computer 
program, not data of a person . 

Passcode necessary to access data from portable memo ry element (claims 1, 20, 23, 
33 and 40) : Applicant respectfully submits that Child et al. does not disclose or 
suggest a passcode associated with the portable memory element. As best 
understood, the userlD and user password referred to on col. 5 at lines 32-52 of 
Child et al. — referred to by the Examiner — provide for the user to sign-on to the 
data processing services, and are not necessary to access the portable memory 
element referred to by the Examiner, which can contain the program that controls 
access to the one or more data processing services. 

First passkey from server to client (claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40) : Applicant 
respectfully submits that Child et al. does not disclose or suggest a first passkey 
that is provided by the server to the first client. As best understood, the first 
userJDD and user password referred to on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of Child et al. — 
referred to by the Examiner - would, in the context of the instant application, 
correspond to a passcode rather than the passkey. Accordingly, Child et al. does 
not disclose or suggest a oasskev that is provided if the passcode information is 
authentic for the given portable memory element . 
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Co mmlncation with a second client (claims 1» 20, 23. 33 and 401 : Applicant 
respectfully submits that Child et al. does not disclose or suggest a 
communication with a second client. As best understood, the second user referred 
to on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - is 
actually a second user id^tification, not a second user . Child et al. does not 
appear to disclose or suggest any more than one user, although that user can be 
associated first and second user identifications. 

Second passkey from second client to server (claims 1 and 20) : Applicant respectfully 
submits that Child et al. does not disclose or suggest providing for a server to 
receive a second passkey or second signal from a second client. As best 
understood, the second user ID and password referred to on col. 26 at lines 1-64 
of Child et al. — referred to by the Examiner - is actually a second user 
identification and password bv which the first user can become authenticated , not 
that of a second user . Child et al. does not appear to disclose or suggest any 
more than one user, although that user can be associated first and second user 
identifications. 

Communication of information with second client (claims 1, 20, 23, 33, 40) : 
Applicant respectfully submits that Child et al. does not disclose or suggest 
providing for a first client to communicate with a second client. As best 
understood, the "first matches to second" referred to on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of 
Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - is actually the matching of a first and 
second user identifications and passwords associated with a common user , not a 
comparison of passkeys associated with different first and second users, the 
first user having provided the passkey to the second user . Child et al. does not 
appear to disclose or suggest any more than one user, although that user can be 
associated first and second user identifications, and does not appear to disclose or 
suggest communication between that one user and any other user. 
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Applicant respectfully submits that the Child et al. neither discloses nor suggests the 
elements and limitations of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40. Because of this, Applicant respectfully 
submits that claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40 are distinguished from Child et al., and that the 
rejections under 35 U,S.C. § 102(e) of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40 are not justified. Accordingly, 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40 in 
view of the above argument. 

Claims 2-19 each depend upon claim 1; claims 21 and 22 each depend upon claim 20; 
claims 24-32 each depend upon claim 23; claims 34-39 each depend upon claim 33; and claims 
41-43 each depend upon claim 40. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that if the above 
argument regarding the novelty of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40 in view of Child et al. is accepted, 
then claims 2-13, 21, 22, 24-32, 34-39 and 41-43 arc also distinguished from Child et al. because 
the addition of further limitations to an already novel claim does not negate novelty. Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 2-13, 21, 22, 24-32, 34-39 and 41- 
43 in view of the above argument in respect of claims 1, 20, 23, 33 and 40. 

Furtherm ore, regarding claims 2 and 25 , Applicant respectfully submits that Child et 
al. does not disclose or suggest a method of providing for communications between a client and a 
server comprising providing for encrypting the transmitted signals and decrypting the received 
signals, wherein the client is adapted to communicate with the portable memory element. As 
best understood, the "first matches to second" referred to on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of Child et al. - 
referred to by the Examiner - makes no reference to any encryption process, nor any reference 
to encryption of communications between a client and a server. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 4 and 27, as best understood, the "senior admin" 
referred to on col. 17 at lines 25-35 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - does not 
disclose or suggest medical information of a person who is capable of providing the passcode 
information necessary to access data from the portable memory element medical. Indeed, the 
word "medical" does not appear to be used anywhere by Child et al. 
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Furthermore, regarding claims 5 and 28 as best understood, the reference to 
"fingerprint" on coh 21 at lines 35-45 of Child et ah - referred to by the Examiner ~ does not 
disclose or suggest an association with an associated portable memory element, as provided for 
by claims 5 and 28. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 6 and 29 as best understood, the reference to 
"biological" on col. 3 at line 37 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - refers to the 
storage of program information in memory, not to alphanumeric information or biometric 
information provided by a person associated with the portable memory element. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 8, 21 and 30 . as best understood, the reference to 
' removable memory" on col. 3 at lines 25-30 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - 
refers to removable memory for program storage, and does not disclose or suggest providing for 
enabling the first client either to read information from, or to record information to, the portable 
memory device if the passcode information is authentic for the portable memory element. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 10 and 32 . as best understood, the reference to "senior 
admin" on col. 17 at lines 25-35 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - does not discJose 
or suggest the identification of a level of authority of a client, or controlling access to the data 
responsive to the level of authority. 

Furthermore, regardi ng claims 11 and 24 , as best understood, the reference to "first 
and second user" on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - refers to 
first and second user identifications and passwords associated with a common user, rather than 
first and second separate users; and further does not disclose providing for a first user associated 
with the first client to provide the first passkey to at least one second user associated with at least 
one second client. 

Furthermore, regarding claim 12 . as best understood, the reference to "encryption key" 
on col. 9 at lines 23-43 of Child et al. -- referred to by the Examiner refers to an encryption 
process for dynamically generating of passwords, and does not disclose or suggest providing for 
encrypting signals sent to the second client and decrypting those signals received by the second 
client Indeed, as noted hereinabove, Child et al does not disclose or suggest another user in 
communication with the disclosed user. 
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Furthermore, regarding claims 13 and 22 . Applicant respectfully submits that Child et 
al. does not disclose or suggest the operation of providing for enabling at least one second client 
either to read information from, or to record information to, the portable memory device if a 
second passkey corresponds to a first passkey. As best understood, the reference to "first 
matches to second" on col. 26 at lines 1-64 of Child et al. — referred to by the Examiner — 
discloses only one user who is not in communication with any other user responsive to whether a 
second passkey corresponds to a first passkey. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 14 and 15 , as best understood, the reference to 
"Internet" on coL 3 at line 32 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner — does not disclose or 
suggest a CORBAMED system, let alone a CORBAMED system comprising a Terminology 
Query Service server, a Clinical Observation Access Service server, and a Resource Access 
Decision server. 

Furthermore, regarding claims 16-18 » as best understood, the reference to "several 
attributes" on col. 5 at lines 32-39 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - does not 
disclose or suggest either a CORBAMED system, a method of providing for the first client to 
read at least one trait from the portable memory element and providing for receiving the at least 
one trait from the first client (claim 16); a method of communicating the at least one trait to the 
CORBAMED system and communicating data from the CORBAMED system corresponding to 
the at least one trait to at least one of the first client and the at least one second client (claim 17); 
and at least one trait defined in accordance with a Health Level 7 (HL7) specification (claim 18). 

Furthermore, regarding claims 19 . as best understood, the reference to "database" on 
col. 1 at line 32-40 of Child et al. - referred to by the Examiner - does not disclose or suggest 
either a CORBAMED system, or the process of storing information from either the first client or 
the at least one second client in at least one database operatively associated with the 
CORBAMED system 
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Applicant respectfully submits that the Child et a), neither discloses nor suggests the 
elements and limitations of claims 2, 4-6, 8, 10-19, 21, 22, 24-25, 27-30 and 32. Because of this, 
Applicant respectfully submits that claims 2, 4-6, 8, 10-19, 21, 22, 24-25, 27-30 and 32 are 
distinguished from Child et al, and that the rejections under 35 ILS.C* § 102(e) of claims 2, 4-6, 
8, 10-19, 21, 22, 24-25, 27-30 and 32 are not justified. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully 
requests reconsideration and allowance of claims 2, 4-6, 8, 10-19, 21, 22, 24*25, 27-30 and 32 in 
view of the above argument. 



Applicant hereby petitions for a One-Month Extension of Time, pursuant to 37 CJF.R. 
§1.136, extending the deadline for response up to and including 21 February 2006, resulting in 
an associated fee of $60 under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a)(1). A Credit Card Payment Form in the 
amount of $60 is enclosed herewith for payment of the fee under 37 C.F.R. § 1.17(a)(1). The 
Commissioner is authorized to charge any deficiencies or credit any overpayments - that cannot 
otherwise be made to the credit card -- to Deposit Account 04-1131. 



The claim rejections have been traversed. Applicant respectfully submits that no new 
matter has been added by this amendment. Applicant respectfully submits that the instant 
application is now in the proper form for Notice of Allowance, and respectfully requests a timely 
issuance thereof in this application. 



Extension of Time and Payment of Fees Under 37 CFR 3 1.17(a)(3) 
Authorization to Charge F ee Deficiencies 



Summary and Conclusions 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Raggio & Dinnin, P.C 
2701 Cambridge Court, Suite 410 
Auburn Hills, MI 48326 
COR-001-US (1221-00001) 
24 January 2006 



Kurt L. VanVoorhies, Ph.D., P.E. 
Registration No. 38,643 
Phone: 248-364-2100 
Facsimile: 248-364-2200 
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